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IS DIVORCE A WOMAN'S PROBLEM?

The modern women do not want protection. They demand
liberation. The women intent upon a change in society are of the
firm opinion that there is no greater punishment than leading an
unhappy married life. Even in these modern times there are
thousands of couples who believe that marital tie is sacred and
nothing can separate the married partners except death. Our culture
is the birth place of all orthodoxy and antiquated customs. It is
the habitat of reactionary traditions. Our women's stature, status
and position has not transcended the stage of the middle ages. That
is why a woman who suffers silently having been insulted, abused
and beaten by the husband is acclaimed as a chaste and noble wife.
If a woman commits suicide having become the victim of rape or
become an unwed mother, the society takes pity on her. But if
she survives the humiliation and attempts to reform herself the society
takes up an intolerant attitude towards her. The story does not stop
here. It makes her life miserable. This is our culture indeed!.

To decide and determine whether divorce is necessary only
for women or only for men or for both one has to study the problem
from several angles; the issue has to be looked at from the
individualistic, sociological and historical considerations and view-
points. The solution to the problem can be found out only when
it is studied in all aspects and from several angles. If we look at
the subject from the historical aspect, till 1948 the Hindu women
had no right to divorce; even the man did not enjoy that right. This
was the state of affairs in the composite State of Madras. Divorce
Laws were enacted in 1948 in the Composite States Madras and
Bombay in 1948. Then from 1955 onwards both Hindu men and
women became entitled to claim divorce under certain conditions.
With the passing of the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 the entire country
was affected and divorce became available to desiring parties. Prior
to 1948 the Hindu male was entitled, according to Laws, to marry
any number of women. There is ho ceiling on the number of his
wives. The women then could not demand divorce even if they
suffered untold hardship at the hands of their co-wives. Prior to 1939,
unless it was incorporated in the marriage contract, the
Women could never dream of divorce. But the Mu^jirti;r
have four wives at one and the same time. Thus it is

